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Dear Dorman, 5/24/95 

Tlie absence of any return eddresa on your letter or its envelope and my 
^vinc mislaid or misfiled mjf copy means this xd.ll Iriave to x^ixit until I learn your 
addess. But your letter came today and I do not want to delay a reply. 

I du not recall asking you for Sclxilidr's dddress. iYom my expdilence his word 
is v/orthlGss and to refer to him as tho first title tliat got 1dm recognition, as a 
scaveneger is to defame vultures jind hyenas. Or was giving mo his address your way of 
avfiid telling me of h^ buying what you liad access to from tlie KGB and how much it 
creamed him (and y?u) for? T-j^at was my interest. 

% belief tliat you were helped by others comes from my familiarity with their 
work. You omit wliatxao quite relevant tliat they also omitted from the some testimony 
each of you quote and that about what you say your book is about, Oswald. VIhat is by 
any standard in evaluating the kind person he v;as tliat you omitted was also 

omitted by Epstein, Davison and Posn-. r. Th re is much more than one instances of tldo 
but to give you ohe, his high clearance as a ^%rino. 

In your book and in your letter you refer to conspiracy as a matter of belief 
when it is a matter of fact and you say you **read a amount of “that literature!^ Did 
it not once occur to you tliat if you were seeking evidence of a conspiracy you might 

read books that advance no theories and from time tcjtiuie refuted them? In tills regaad 

you miglit consider reading my current NEVER AGAIN! If I had the copy I*d sent it to you, 

but my publisher is not Nandom ^uso and my requests for copies are without reaponso. 
/v/Wwid refer to me as on expert, ^ou asked for no information from mo and as you 

ma^j^not remombi^ir I offered you access to all tlie records I*d gotten at the Georgetown 
gathering of tho huts in 1973 . ^cu then hearyJ^ne speak denouncing all those nutty con- 
spiracies. So ypu know tliat I risked the reception I got there to try to end all tliat 
irresponsibility and yet for occur to you tliat ^ might have some 

ini*ori3ation you could use in it? Sr "prot^ct^our reputation, wliich I tliink you may yet 
come to realize you placed at least in question? 

You say tliat on Oswald's charaoter “the Warren b'ommisaion was absolutely the 
best.'* Is tliat why you ignored wliat tlie Commis:jion ignored thaj|has been available in 
varying degrees for 30 years? /"h -fi I 

Perhaps you say so much you forget wliat you have said but what you say in your 

letter is not identical with assuming Oswald's guilt, witliout looking at any of the evi- 

dence, and tlien arr.'uii^ that lie was guilty because of the character you attribute to 
him, which I see you doing in your book and in other statements. But then withou^Oswald'd 
guilt pu did not liave tliis book and Schiller had notliing at all for liis not inexpensive 
deal with tlie KGB. 



You are correct in saying? tliat ‘‘the odds are that, liko all|f of us, with your 
notable exception, I did not do enough.'* ^rng with doing too much whei*e if you had the 
intent you suy you did you should have learned early on you were wasting you time. 

But when I offered you cLccoss to ill liave and you cannot do any work in the 
field without laiow tliat dcffiiat witli ovei’yone, knowing that most will write wliat I 
do not agi'eo with, and you regard me as an 0 X(.»ert and soy that I do not do too little 
work^it is difficult for mo to reconcile iw wliat you say and wrotd witli not looking 
at clLI I have and not asldjig mo for anytliing* 

Including about the dependability of those you do use and their wor^:. 

If you do not v/ont to tell mo wliat the deal of wliich you were part with the KGB 
was, tliere is nothing I can do about tiiat. But as of tic t/me Schiller started trying to 
deal with them they had a profitable little industry of selling what they cliose to ^ell 
to t)ie Idfdiest bidder. Including even a piece of Hitler's skull and of Ida jawbone# In 
addition to wldch Schiller lias a record if successful buying, as you learned from Caiy 
^ilmore. 

When yoti spent tJiooe dayc at fonn earlier tlds year you told thos/ history maj- 
ors that f/ctipn and liistory are the same and tliat Idstory lies. *^t is not history that 
lies. It is the Representations of history tliat lie^. 

Not infrequently for a purpose# 

ka tlie moving finger writes 1 do not believe wjiat it writes will be the conden- 
sat ions as in Tlie New Yorlcer and farade. 



And it is already amply recorded tliat the evidence is not, to imu use your 
word, impino 'treble. ** 

You just did not want it. 

I*m sorry for wliat you liave done to yourself and to your reputation of wldch, 
if by any cliance innocently, you can get an idtia from NGVBH AGAIN! And if you want to 

ad/ 

knovrf more about Posner acx/sourco, there may be some copies of Case Open still arpund* 
Tliat butchery is about 25/« of wliat I v;rote./Jid I*ve not lioard a word from him. You 
did read Ids reprint so you Icnow tliat I h5d a few things to say about him. ^nd you also 
should have noticed that he could say notldng. That is, oth.jr tliaii make my case tliat he 
ligS trouble telling the tnj|i even by accident even more solid# 

Sincerely, 



bxncerely, 
Harold V/eisberg# 



Ill readincj and corractine; 1;ids I docidod it is too ptilito, too understated. 

Tlio asaaaoination of any president in our country is a de facto coup d'etat. 

You knov/ tliat# It ia inf jvi table. You can iot look around you today without 
aooing ti /it this ono v/i^ no oxcoption. lou Iqiovx wliat has hapi^ened and you cannot avoid 
seoin/;j and undorntandinc v/liat is hap;>cnin(;« /nd yet in tliia book €Uid perliaps more in 
proraokin;; it you make youi*aclT part of tliatt? ^^For money and wliatever else you get 
from it? iliiiid consider youi’solf a rood citizen, on honorable man and writer? 

I do not rorilly bolievo that you liavc to r»?adl^BVidl AGAIN! or anything else to 
knov; enou4^ of the ti’utli, to understand wliat you hsive done, v/liat you made yourself 

part of. For wliich there can be no conderuiation tliat ia too severe. 

VJhGtlier or not Schiller auckei’ed you from his gx^eed, it was obvious to you 
when you realized tiiat In llln sk was not publishable tliat it liad creamed both 

of you. Yet you did not liave tho personal or professional intogidty to face it this and 
to drop your project, i hether tliat was from ego or the need for money ia immaterial. 

Ycu then bectUJie a real literary wliore and ad'^od wliat sliould shame you, from/t its con- 
cept througli your execution of it# 

Have you no slinme? No more regard for your country? In wldch you, like wore 
free, as we would not iiave been liad it not given our parents danctuary. ^aide from 

wliat vjo all owe it you, like I, it moi'o, as do so many who are alive and free be- 

pCausc of it. Yet in return you do wliat you liave done and ore doing^ 

It is not easy for mo to understand how so talented and successful a man could 
sink to what you have done. And I do i*ogret it, very much. 

iVnd at tlie same time wonder|i^- if you liave run'W dry and have to depend on the 
likes of Scliiller, tliat pig. Kven tlioi 4 ,:h i use the woi'd as Onfell did it nonetheless de- 
fames swimo. 

hith all those good intentions you once liad, witfe all that talent and those 
successes, you viind up like tliis? 

V/ilh all those gruesome dishonesties in addition, and all the undiluted evil, 
such as wliat you undortot^^ to do to ^‘arind? l‘o gj-be some spice for X-raJod minds to youT 
failures in ^dnskl For sliame! ^ 

too more word about your "biography" of the man who had a Top iJecret and Ci^o 
^clear. nee as a iiarine, wldcJi v/as public tlirougli mo years ag^ou do not mention: in Ms 
addresiT Cook he discloses tliat he liad been in contact with a man expelled by the Soj^ots, 
when tJiey cauglit liiin serving Penkovslcy's drops. His name is Alexi Davison and he nas 
from Georgia. Is it not to wonder i^rhetlier Jean Davison manded into his family? Ahd why 
you made no mention of it^. It>#waa public lo/l('j bcfori.^ you viroke the Foreword to her boolc. 
But then did you not get your Sfi-lvation foruiula from lier in limiting youi’self to special 
interiiretakion of a small fraction of \:l\at|^l^aQ public? Sincerely, ^old Woiaberg 



